( 52 ) 

heref̃ore it ic jaid ver.26. that he might be juſt, and 
the fuſt iter of him who is of the faithof Zeſus, as it 
is in another Tranſlation. Now if Chriſt is a Pro- 
pitiation,without Mens imitating of him, then it is 
not thro' Faith in his Blood; and if it isthro* Faith 
or following of him, then the Author is miſtaken; 
tor he ſays that Gop ſatisfied and propitiates him- 
ſelf pages 70, 71. he muſt mean by his Son's Me- 
Tits, becauſe he ſays pag. 104. that CHriſ obtained 
of Gop that he would wait and be long ſuffer- 
ing to Sinners; and pag. 271. he would not ſpare 
Sin, but puniſh it, tho? in his Son; and pag. 121. 
God could not pardon our Sins upon Repentance 
without Satisfaction; and pag 270. he hardnedhis 
heart againſtthe Cry of his Son; and he was ſcorch- 
ed with Gop's Wrath. Now put theſe things to- 
gether, and then we may ice that this Author 
means, that Gop hath ſatisfied and propitiated 
himſelf by his Sons Miſery: And how then is it 
thro' Faith in his Blood? If Chriſ is a Propitia- 
tion thro” Faith, as the Text ſays, then he is not 
fo thro' Merits, as this Author, and all who own 
Satisfaction would have it. So that I conclude 
there is nothing in this Text, nor in any other, 
ſufficient to ſupport the Doctrine of Satistaction. 

Scrondly, Mr. Truman calls this his Doctrine a 
Myſtery which none can underſtand, pap. 9, 72. 
and if & then it cannot belong to the Scripture, 
and Men have nothing to do with it, as has been 
prov'd. 

Thus, Sir, I have ofter'd you a few Conſide- 
rations, on this Subject. Wherein you fee me 
miſtaken, I deſire your Information, which will 
bblige, 

| 5 Your humble Servant, 
FEn u N. Hewitt 


P. 


Prairie worth 23 ls RL I nds ln 


H 
A REFINED 


| Quoters 8 EMARKS 


B A P T IS M 
ANS WE R 


Mr. CALFB FLEMNG's Pamphlet, 


Intituled, 


e TRT TIs . 


r 


— 8 


By EB EN. HEWLETT. 


E 


— 
1 


„ 


The Author calls himſeif a Refined Quaker, be- 
cauſe he thinks, tho that People are nearc/t to 
Truth, yet they maintain ſome Errors. 
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BAPTISM 


obs NFANT Sprinkling, frequently called 
WT, BA baptiſm, has been, and is acknow- 
ledged by the greateſt Part of protc (- 
{cd Chriſtians, for many Apes paſt, 
as well as by the preſent Generation; and yet it is 
2 Queſtion with me, as it is alſo with ſome 
others, If Infant Sprinkling is at all ſupported by 
Scripture or Reaſon ? or, Whether any thing 
can ſupport it beſide Prieſt-craft and Bigotry ? 
And, I imagine, Adult Baptiſm as now owned 
by the Baptiſis, will not bear Examination, 
however, my Deſign is, to make ſome Remaiks 
on both in the following Lines. 
| Mr. Fleming allows, Page 47, that Infant 
Baptiſin, (as 1 think he vainly calls it) is not 
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v preſly commanded in Scripture ; but only de- 
diced by Inferences, I think proper therefore, 
to confider ſome of his DeduRions concerning 
Infant Bartifm, 

And then Fir, He inters, or deduces from 
Scripture, That Infants are to be baptiſed, be- 
Cguſe he imagincs B. ou came in the Room ot 
3 think, without the leaſt Shadow 
cf Rat ; for Circamcifion and Baptiſm don't 
agree in 7 one Circumſtince, p. 79. for, firſt, 
Circuinciſion was by God poli: ively appoi: ated to 
continue to many Gznerations aſter iss firft Inſti- 
tation ; but pon, b. Mi. Fleming's own Con- 
aa Was nat 10 joined on fucure Ages, p. 80. 
Pray, What Reſemblance then can there be be- 
twecn ene and Baptiſin ? 

Secondly, Ber iſm was appointed to ſecure the 
Baptized from jpreient impendent Danger; but 
none were Wer ſaid to be ſaved by Cucumciſion. 

Toirdly, Cucomeifion was abtolutely com- 
minded to he 2) miniftred to Ivf.nts; but this 


was not the C: 6-1 wil! N Ep to N as this 


Author himſclt allows, P. 4 
For. r, bps 11: mn Was 2 wa 1VeC made a4 CL HE 
t on of Forzivencis of Sins, then paſt ; but no 
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Su Was ever promitd to be forgiven, cn Conu- 
dition Ut any beine 7 cram; So that Baptiſm 
did not at all a gras e with Circ cifhon, 

Fifth, Cucumciſion was 1 niſtr ed to Males 
ci; Haptitm, to both Male and Female. He ſup- 
ed in the Covenant, p. 79. 

un zjutt. 
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notwithitanding the apparent Differ- 
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ches hetercen Circumciſion and Baptiſm 
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will have it, that the Coſpel-Covenant, and the 
Abrabamic, are the fame, as p. 40. not-sith- 
ſtanding the Scriptur: makes fuck Diſtinctions 
between tlie Gow and New Covenant. Under 
the Old Covenant they had a Proverb; viz. 
The Fathers hade eaten ſour Grapes, and the 
Ctlarens Teeth are ſet ou Log, Jer. xxxi. 29. 
It was Part of that Conſtiuucn, for Ctuldren to 
ſuffer temporal Calimities, becaute of tor La- 
ther's Sins. But the New Covenant is quite 
different, as, that every on ſhall ſoffer for his 
own Sins; as you may fee, it you compate 
Hebrews viii. with thc thirty firit oi Vj al. 
This one lngle Joftance 'S enough, to (et alle 
all that Mr. Fimming has, or can uv, in lavour 
of Infant Baptiim. And, that in: may appea 
plauſible, he infinuates, p. 13, 1.4. te: | 
are Diſciples, and cues Aels xv. 10. betaule it is 
there ſaid, My tempt ye Ged to lay & I tn e 
Necks of ti e D:ſ ples, WU. ich neither Wwe 7197 OhUFf 
Fathers wore able to bear. it Mr. Fieming bad 
conſider'd Ver. . he migint have feen that the 
Keeping the Law was intended as the Yoke, and 
Circumcifti>n, an Inlet to that Obligation. A 
Yoke figuifics Cont! nement, continua Obliga— 
tion; whereas Cirgumciſion is only preſent Pain, 
not like a Yoke, continuelly on the Meck, The 
Apoſtle elf-iohere ſays, that z7f they were CIrcum- 
ciſid they were bound to keep the whole Law. Be- 
des, had there bcen no mention made of ihe 
Law here, yet even then it would be Rapid to 
call Infants, Diſciples ; none can be Diſciples 
bat ſuch as are capable io icarn, and none but 
ſuch can be under any Confinement or Yoke of 
| a Law 


„ 
a Law. An Infant may as well be a Tradeſman 
as a Diſciple. One would wonder that a Miniſter 
could publ.h ſuch myſterious Stuff. 

Theſe are ſome of Mr. Fleming's Inferences 
and Deductions, to prove Infant Baptiſm by : 
P. 43. be fays, As Baptiſm did initiate the firſt 
Chriſtians into this Scheme of Lite, their In- 
fants ſhould be ſo initiated. This with him is 
obvious Reaſon, without any expreſs Command. 
Death, he ſuppoſes, was brought on them and 
their Children, without their Conſent ; that is, 
as I underitand him, by Adam. He here ſup- 
poſes, the; Baptiſm ſaved the Lives of the firſt 
Ciiiitians, by initiating them into this Scheme 
of Life. It he wil! hold to his Argument, per- 
haps he may be {t to Right bye-and- bye; for 
St. Peter ſoid, They, the firſt Chriſtians, were 
faved by Baętiſin, as Noah and his Family Were 
Javed by the Ark, that is, ſaved from Death. 
And St. Paul told the E beſo ans, that God Wwouid 
ſhew, in Ages to come, the exceeding Riches of bit 
Grace, in bis Kinduſs toward them of that Gene- 
ration, Eph. ii. But is it not a monſtrous 
way of Deduction, to infer from hence, that all 
ſucceeding Ages were to be equally ſaved by 
Baptiſm, as they were? The World was then 
ſaid to be judged, and our Lord is faid to fave the 
World, taſted Death for every Man, that is, as 
he himſelf expreſſes it, he came to ſave Men's 
Lives; as I have had Occaſion to explain it in 
Cveral late Pamphlets. I can't find any who 
care to undertake to ſhew any real Advantage 
expected from Baptiſm now. There are, I ſup- 


pole, as many baptiſed Infants die in Infancy as 
there 
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there are of thoſe not baptiſed at all. Tis apparent 
that Baptiſm don't now fave any one's Life, as we 
are aſſured it did in the firſt Age of Chriſtianity, 
and therefore Baptiſm is now uſeleſs. Page 54. he 
allows of no Impartment at Baptiſm, no ſpiritual 
Light or Lite ; and what can induce him to 


| Baptize Infants if they are nothing bettered by 


it? What no Impartment ! and yet thereby ini- 
tiated into a Scheme of Lite as a Remedy againſt 
Death? Selt-Contradictions. In p. 39. he ſays, 
the Denial of Baptiſm to Infants, has Marks of 
Crnelty in it, ſince Infants are certainly ſubjected 
to Death. This Right (of Baptiſm) applied to 
Infants, becomes a proper fignificant Seal, or 
Token of Remiſſion. 

Hewlett, What! do Infants ſtand in need;of 
Pardon or Remiſſion of Sins ? 

Fleming. Not of perſonal Demerit ; In Adam 
all die, fo in Chriſt jt all all be mage alive. 

Hew. Shall All be made alive ever the more, 
becauſe they are baptized ? 

Flem. Page 40. The Application of Baptiſm 
to Infants, may miniſter Comfort to Parents 
whoſe Offspring die in Infancy. 

Hew, If this be the Caſe, then Beptiſm is the 
Cauſe of the Reſurrection; or elie, Baptifing of 
Infants could not miniſter Comfort to Parents, 
on that Account. 

Flem. They are delivered from under the Do- 
minion of Death; and 'tis the Application ot 
Baptiſm to Infants, ſhould teach Paients not 70 
larrow, as theſe who have no Hope. 

Hew. And pray, What then muſt they do, 
whoſe Children die in Infancy, and are not 

baxiized ? 


(8) 
baptized ? Why, according to him, they are 
wi wut Hape of their deceaſed Offspring's Hal- 
vation ; for if, according to Mr. Fleming, Bap- 
tizing of Infants 1 is the Cauſe why Patentes ought 
not to be without Hope, then the Neglect of 
Bapiizing their Infauts would fil them with De. 
ſpar andi Iorror concerning their decealed Infants, 
in relation to another Worid, 

Firm. Page 88, Without Infants were, and 
contionc to be baptiſed, Baptifin might be loſt in 
the World. 

Hcw. I don't know any Good it does, unlets 
'tis to advance Prieftcraft, Animaſuy, and Errors 
among Mankind. ' 

Zelem. Were it not for Infant Baptiſm, there 
might not he any apparent Seed to ſerve the 
aſcended Jcſus. 

Her. Had this been the Cafe, we ſhould un- 
donvediy have heard ſomething about it, from 
Chriit and his Apoſtles This is a doubtful Dis- 
putation, becaute he chuſes neither Scripture, 
Precept:, nor Example, to enforce it. 

Flem. JI hete is raention made of whole Houl- 
holds Saptiſed. 

Hew 'Vhere is no mention made of Infants, 
in thoſe F nilies: As xvi. We find, that the 
Jeilor” s Family were all grown to Years of Under- 
ſtanding, Verſcs 32, 34, Here is one of his own 
Evidences witneiling againſt him, Poor Fleming, 
He has here called : wo Witneſſes for him, out of 
Ads xvi. and hehold, one of the two Witneſſes 
are againſt him, and the other ſ-vs nothing 
about it. He ought firſt to examine his Wis- 


efles beſore he brought them: In this Caſe, 
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he muſt be condemned by everv impartia! 
Judge. : 

But Mr. OE minis has another Vitneh ready 

at hand, p. 84, 85, 86. from 1 Cer, x 2. where 

11 eaking 1 the Hfrdelil. \, laid, Aud tere all 
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He ſays, Mr, B. repreſents it eas a Being incom- 

peſiir.s ther Bodies oyerwhiolioned s and fo, ar- 4? 

cording lu VII. Fleming, Nr. . 94 4 | 
this Bapt Am to Med n Water Baptiſin. 215 Ro " if 
undoubtedly, a rent Niiflake; and 1 60 < 94 

Fleming haus the Advant eve of Mr. B. in this Al 

Argument ; for, it that is Water Baptiim there ili 
intended, then WO Were E.prizcd without if! 


being plunged all over in Water. 
Bat | 100 upon them boch to be miſteaket in 
this - Matter, If this may be Propeily called 
Mater Baptiſm, then thor Cattle we as much 
| baptized as were they and their Childten. If this 
, is compared with Mark xxvi. Co, prrucb ide Ge; 
pel to every Creature ; that is, to Ren, Wome: 
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and Children, and Cattle; h“ one of tuen 0 

; do believe, and is laid, ſhall be fu. 1 
contet:, 1 cannot bat thiak, that it weuld do the 


3 Fn as much good, 10 ba! ptize them, as it 
- would do Infants: I fav, again, I d nt inzagine 
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diftered from Wathing and Burial, but is cora- 
pated to both, inv' never compared to oprink- 
ya z that has no Alluſion to Baptiin, And to 
tuppois that the /roe/ztes were Water-ſptinkled, 
is croundGlels : This of their going thro' the Red 
Sea, was never called Baptiſm till after Baptiſm 
was pracuicd by 7e2r, Note, when any thing is to 
be compared to Baptiſm, it always ſignifies a 
great Quantity thercof, whether Trials, Afflictions 
or the extaordinary miraculous Gifts of the holy 
Ci Rt. T'o cali Sprinkling Bafijm, is woat was 
contrery io the New Toftament Writers. 

Iris Mr. Fleming formerly ſuppoſed, the 
Goſrel oi Cut lo | have lot all its Features, 
by being ove ipre:d with Errors. See his Re- 
marks an Mr. Cuubb's Copel, p. 6. of his pile, 
but now he can vindicate fo2ue of the gruieſt 
F:rcts; fuch as Adam's Sin entail'd on Infants: 
for if Infants vie to a bantiſed, for Remiſſion 
of deins not their own, as p 39. then mult 
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to he banked from Cheaten ty Genera: jon, 
Was the oo with rei 5 to Circumcizon, _ 
ene would examine the Riz ſonablenefs of -. 


But for Mr. Laing, and others, to Fra 
to pl: tor more than Cod has appointed to be 
obſerved, I? cicher Ianctanee, Inattention, or a 
Deſignu to deceive, Baptiſm bad thea done its 
Office en, the then Woild of living Creatures 
rere javed thereby, as Noab's Ark had done ite 
Ciice, When tity who were in it were reſtores 
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Ihe meaneſt Capacity may ſce that this Text, 
1 Cor. x. 2. will not ſerve Mr. B's Turn, nor 
Mr. Fleming's, becauſe they cited this as Water 
Baptifin, whereas there was no Water touch'd 
any of their Bodies, that we know of by the 
Hiſtorian. 

Whereas the New T:/lament Writers, when 
writing of Water Baptiſm lets us know, that it 
was done where was great Plenty of Water : He 
Baptized there, becauſe there was much Water. 
This Baptiſm in the Sea, and in the Cloud, I 
take to be, their being overwhelmed in ſurpriſing 
Trials, not in Water; by Faith they went through 
the Red Sen, Heb. xi. 29. And as it appears 
molt certainly manifeſt, that this Baptiſm in re 
Sea, and in the Cloud, was not Water Baptiſm ; 
but a Baptiſm of ſevere Trials: So their Infants, 
and their Cattle, were exempted from having 
any Share in this ſurpriſing Baptiſm, or being 
overwhelmed in Fears and Dangers ; becaute 
they had not Capacities to be thus baptized. 
This exactly agrees with Chriſt's Inſtitution of 
Baptiſm : Go and preaci the Goſpel to every Crea- 
ture; be that believeth, and is baptized, ſhall be 


iaved : They who had no Abilities to receive 


0 zoſpel Truths, were no more concerned in 
Baptiſm than the Trecs of the Field. See p. 74. 

Theſe Gentlemen have beſtowed a great deal 
of Pains, to ſhew the Difference between 77, 
ne, and from, and out of ; but, as they have 
left it darker than they found it, I refer to thoſe 
Texts where the Intentions of thoſe Words are 
much plainer than in their Pamphlet. 
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they miglit as well have aſked one another, Why 
doſt thou, or thou baptize? The Anſwer to ſuch 
2 Queſtion would be naturally this: Becauſe it 
is a Cuſtom ſo to do. John might have ſaid to 
them, Ye are Pricits as well as 1 am, and why 
do you baptize. One would think, a Miniſter 
would be aſham'd of tuch mean Suppoſitions 
to confound plain Ideas! 

Again, Page 93. he ſays, if the Actions of 
going down and coming up out of, did indicate 
Plunging, it would equally ſhew, that Philip 
was plunged with the Eunuch. Mr. Fleming, 
perhaps, may think he has here ſhewn more Wit 
than Sincerity, Going down and coming up 
out of, are Words that cannot be underſtood 
without other Words joined with them, if we 
ade (che M later), and ſay, Philip and the Eunuch 
both of them went down into the Water, and 
Fic ts hare him, and they came up out of the 
+2tcr, Do you think P hilþ went down 1nto the 
Water himſcll, and g gave the Eunuch the Trouble 
to go into thœ Water alto, to ſprinkle him? That 
% couid have done without going down into the 
Page 93. vou charge others with Pre- 
ſadlice, but I believe you had necd look at home; 
charge your Advcrfuies vithBigotty, an id yet, 
think, i can diſcern more of it in this your 
Performance, than cver I] have ſcen in any be- 
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You blame the Bastii for being cenſorious 
and uncharitable, a nd vet, as I hinted before, you, 
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311 EIFECT, lay i: He x) eros of Infant” 3 Salvation, it 
they die in Inf2;3cy, on their bel! ag baptized ; Is 


= 


not this unchauitable enloring, yea, is it not 


In 


- 
9272 9 


614 ) 

In Page 33. Mr. Flimiug brings us two lu— 
ſtances to inſinuate, that Infants may be bap.. 
tized, tho' the Reaſonableneſs thereot be not 
fully l NOWn : Fir/t, That of Abraham Offering 
1D of his 85a Jhaar. Secondly, That of Waſhing 
the Diſciples Feet. As to that of Abraham, 
he was fare that, if he killed him, God would 
raiſe him from the Dead, becauſe he had a Pro- 
mite, That in //aac his Sced ſhould be called, 
Heb. xi. 18, 19. He knew that his Son would 
receive no real Damage by it, and he had God's 
Command for it. Is this a ſutficient Excuſe to 
take the Name of God in vain over Infants, and 
then ſay, they are baptized? As to our Lord's 
Waſhing the Diſciples Feet, tho' they did not 
know, at firſt, his Deſign in ſo doing: Can 
this juſtify Mr. Fieming to ſprinkle Infants in 
the Tame of God, without any Authority from 
bim? Was it ever ſaid, that they faifilled 
Rightcoutncfs thereby? this was no Act of theirs, 
Nut the Scripture affures us, that daptized 
Vetſons went with a Deſian to be baptizec 
down into the Water of their own Choice. Arc 
I dety Nr, Firming to produce one Inſtance fron: 
ee er of any Perion baptized again O's 
©1.-3t; and therefore all the Inſtances which 
1 has brought of this Nature are weak, triffin, 
Impert in ences, to amuſe the enen In p. 34. 
he fs 8 VIr. Bla ys lays undue Streſs upon meer 
Authority ; but Mr. 7 ning has laid undue Streis 
upon Infant Sprinkling, without any the leaſt 


Authority. Page 35. he cites Dr. Grofovensr 19 


vouch for him, tha: mcer poſitive Appointment: 
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Baptiſm, in the ew TeHamcnt, had the Promiſe 
of Pardon and Salvation (not Infant Sprinkling), 
ce how theſe Gentlemen contradict themſelves ; 
loinerimey” tis not material to Solvation; at another 
time, 'tis that Holineſs without which no Man 
{all fee the Lord. P. 37. he there ſuppoles, that 
the Lord's Supper was ap pointed tor Pardon ct 
Sins, and not Baptitma ; tio? the New Teftament is 
ready to condemn this Whimiey alſo. 

Pardon of Sins was never promiſed on Condi— 
tion of cating the Lord's Supper, as it was on 
Condition of being f Zaptized. T his his Perform- 
ance is ſtuffed with groundleſs Imaginations. A- 

gain, p. 38, 39. e ſuppoſes, that tho Repentance, 
a Change ot Mind, was at firſt eſſential to Baptiſm, 

yet it was not the Seal of actua] Pardon, becauſe 
ſome might be baptized who were vicious. 

I defire Mr. Fleming to confider, that thoſe of 
the firſt Chriſtians who publickly profclled Chriſt, 
run great Hazards of being abuſed for their ſo do- 
ing; and of Conſequence, none would be bap- 
tzed who did not ſtrongly believe a Reward for 
their ſo doing. This therefore ſhut out all worldly 
Idvantage, and ſo vicious len had nothing to 
induce them to be baptized, unlefs the Hope of 
'ardon, and then muſt believe; ard fo under an 
:bfolute Promiſe of Pardon: nd Salvation, And 
your fiying, that they were only initiated into a 
Conſtitution of Grace and Pardon, which mul 
ſuppoſe that they who were baptized, ſhall al- 
ways, after Baptiſm, be pardon'd, be they Nev 
o wicked, even without Repentance ; or, a 
il they were not baptized, they (hould not be par- 

doncch if they tepent and reform. Either of which 
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tends to deſtroy all true Religion. Jo maintain 
Infant Baptiſm, P. 60, 61. he ſuppoſes, that to 
Baptize Infants, is to fulfill Righteouſneſs, and 
yet can produce no Scripture Authority for ſo do- 
ing, and his Deductions are all falſe Reaſoning. 

P. 58. he ſuppoſes, that Corucliuus, and they 
with him were baptized without their Conſent, 
becauſe Peter did not aſk their Confent. Mr. 
Fleming ought to conſider, that Baptiſm was a 
Privilege to the firſt Chriſtians, tho” 'tis none to 
any now, as is naturally deduced from what Ir. 
B. and he has ſaid on this Head; but in p. 50. 
he is a Witneſs againſt himſelf : He freely owns 
Baptiſm, in its firſt Application, did require the 
Conſent of all adult Perſons who embraced the 
Chriſtian Doctrine. This is Fleming againſt Caleb, 
and both againſt Truth. 

This Author frequently mentions Chriſt's bleſ- 
ſing the Infants, p. 46. and many more from 
Mat. xix. 14. Mark x. 14. He lail his Hans; 
on them, and bleſſed them, that is, Infants; and 
why may not I infer or ſurmiſe as he has done 
through this Bis Pamphlet. 

1%. I imacine that there is not one Word of 
Baptiſm in this Text here referr'd to. 2 U. In 
Her. 3. it is ſaid, the Phariſees came 19 bom tomfpt- 
ing bim concerning Marriages, After h had an— 
er their captious Queries on that Account, 
and thereby ſtirred up ſome Refe: ments, cc 
in big own Difcipl: 5, agg! iſt what he had ſaid, 

10. ver. 1 3. they brovabt liitie Chi dren 7s 
bom not to be bantized, but to be b'eſſed; per- 
haps to tempt him to ſlight Infants, that ſo Pec- 
ple abuu: bla might be incenſed againſt him. 
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Ver. 15. be laid his Hands on them, and departed, 
as tho' he was weary of being tempted any more. 
2d!y. This Action of bleſſing Infants was never 
hazel of as done by him before or after, no nor 
by any of his Apoltles. There was at anothet 
time when he was tempted, he delivered a Wo- 
man taken in Adultery, from her Accuſers. This 
ſingle Inſtance of this kind, is not a Proof that he 
countenanced Vice; neither is his bleſſing little 
Children, at a time when his Enemies were en- 
deavouring to inſnate him, any Proof that In- 
fants muſt be Church- members; ble{ling Infants 
is very different from baptizing them: Whatever 
Bleſſing our Lord beſtowed on theſe Infants, yet 
we are ſure that Pardon of Sins, promiſed on 
Condition of Baptiſm, could not be intended ; 
becauſe they were not then capable to commit 
Sin, not the leaſt Reſemblance of Baptiſm, Mr, 
Fleming wants Mr. B. to prove that Chriſt did not 
fulfil! Righteouſneſs as much, when circumciſed, 
as he did when he was baptized, p. 57. And 


| alſo, to prove Baptiſm to be Plunging, p. 93. and 


that Infants were not Diſciples, p. 13, 14. And 
he might allo as well demand of Mr. B. to prove, 
that Jeſus was not a Carpenter as ſoon as he was 
born; a hard Taſk for M. B. to perform: How 
can he make Mr. Hie ming ſeænſible that he was not 
actually a Carpenter as ſoon as he was born? A: 
well as he fulfilleth Rightcouineſs at eight Days 
old, as much as at thiity Years oid; or, as mucn 
as Infants are Diſciples. Why, Mr. B. canno: 


| bring any Tex: to prove, either that Infants arc 


not Scholars or Diſciples, or actually rightcous, or 
teal Carpenters. Thc negative Propofitions arg 
f- ; 
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what Mr. Fleming deals in very much, to deceive 
thoſe who don't carefully attend his unreaſonable 
Suppoſitions. 

This Author frequently ſuppoſes Infants to be 
Chuſch- members. This is even contrarv to the 
common Acceptation of the Word; a Church, 
in the Dictionary, ſignifys a Society of Chri, trans. 
No Perion can be a Chriſtian unleſs he believes 
in Chriſt, therefore an Intant cannot be a Mem- 
ber of Chriſt's Church; and I defy Mr. 3 
to clear himſelf irom this Charge of Folly ; 
call it Follv, becauſe 'tis a departing from * 
f1:it principa 1 Foundation of Knowledge. If the 
Scripture do call Infants Church mem bers, then 
that Book is not according to our common Con- 
ception of Words; to fav, Infants are M mbers of 
Chriſt's Church, think, as bad as tis to ſay, 
the Trees of the Field can ſpcak. If the 71 
does no where call Infants Cure members, then 
Mr. Feming ought to be ſorry that be has 
pubiiſh'd ſuch Errors to corrupt Nankind, Can 
God account an Infant a Believer in Chriſt, 
(without which he cannot be a Church member) 
then he mav, by the ſame Rule, ünpute Sin to 
the Innocent, or Righteouſneſs to the Wicked: 
If an Infant muy be accounted a Church member 
( Believer), then an Infant may be a wilſul 
Sinner; for boih a Church member, and a 
wicked Pei ſan, mult be an active, rational, ac- 
countable Crea ure, capable of judging between 
Good and Evil, which an Infant is not capable 
of. Theſe Ideas are ſo plain, that tis needleſs to 
go to School to learn them. No: But n appcats 
_ 10 Mme, 


that they go to School to make Error 
appear 
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appear to be like Truth; Millions of Pounds have 
been beſtowed on Learning to tach Religion, 
and after all, an unlearned Perfon knovs more 
than the,: I have known ſore who have been 
more than twenty Years inq ming and ſearching 
after religious Ideas, and after all, did not diſtin— 
guiſh between Juſtihcatian and P.rdon, and be- 
tween the Words have been faved, and ſhall be 
ſaved, nor between temporal Salvation and eter- 
nal Salvation ; others, by their Learning, have 
endeavoured to make God the Author of Sin. I 
would be bound to prove, that a Child of twelve 
Years of age could learn more of theſe plain Ideas 
in one Hour, than thoſe learned Gentlemen do 
learn for twenty or thirty Years together. And TI 
don't find the Baptiſts behind-band with their 
Brethren in Nonſenſe : They ſay, that Baptiſm 
muſt continue to all Generations, without the 
leaſt Intimation from Seripture of its Continuance, 
only becauſe tis ſaid, Mat. xxviii. 20. Ls I am 
with you akooys, even to the End & the Mord 
'Tis not ſaid, Men ſhail be baptized to the End 
of the World. And tis evident from Mor} xvi. 
that his being with them meant, to cnable them 
to work Miracles. Some Men even ck then 
Brains to make the Scripture to ſpeak what it 
never did intend, If Daptitm was to continue te 
all Generations, then, according to Scripture, al! 
who are baptized, are ſure of Pardon of Sins, 
when thus biptized. It this is uus, then no 
wonder if they condemn all who don't ſubmit 
to their Way of Baptitm, as that they cannot 
attain te Pardon of Sins, nor Salven. This 
makes the Baptifl fo airogant, fo unchatitable to 

others: 
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others, and how can Mr. Fleming blame theſe 
Baptijts, ſeeing he owns a Continuance of Baptiſm 
to all Generations ; for ſure, if Baptiſm is to be 
adminiſtered for Remiſſion of Sins now, as it 
was when it was firſt inſtituted, then none can lay 
Claim either to Pardon or Salvation, unleſs they 
are baptizcd ; and if Infants cannot be proper 
Objects of Pardon of Sins, becauſe they are not 
capable of ſinning, and others, who are grown 
to Years of Underſtanding, have no Aſſurance of 
Pardon and Salvation, unleſs they are baptized ; 
and if this Salvation is to be future in another 
World, then Men may be happy hereafter, tho' 
never ſo wicked, only becauſe they are baptized. 
This Notion tends to deſtroy all revealed and 
natural Religion, yea, it tends to ruin all So- 
cieties; becauſe, if this is true, then Baptiſm 
ſtands in the room of Repentance and Reforma- 
tion; for, 'tis manifeſt, that in the firſt Age of 
Chriſtianity, none were exempted from Baptiſm 
becauſe they were wicked, if they believed, they 
were intitled to Baptiſm; if they were baptized, 


they were intitled to Pardon and Salvation, wit- 


neſs Simon the Sorcerer, Acls viii. 9, 13. When 
he believed and was baptized he was then intitled 
to Pardon and Salvation, tho' he was not 
reformed. 
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PubliſÞd, 
By the ſame Author, EBEN. HEWLETT. 


J. HE Doctrine of Satisfaction by the 
Merits of Chriſt, ſuppoſed to be Blu- 
phemy agauinſt God and his Son Jeſus 

Chriſt, an Enemy tothe holy Scriptures, and to 

our preſent Proteſtant Government; with a 

Hindrance to Men's Salvation. Briſtol printed 

1733, and Re-printed 1744. Price 9 d. 

2. An Anſwer to Mr. John Gill's Pampblet, 
intitled Truth Defended, and his Queries on Ro- 
mans ix. carefully examined. To which is 
added, a Dialogue between Chriſt and a Calti- 
niſt Sinner at the Day of Judgment. Price 3 d. 

3. A Harmony in Chriſtianity ; Being aa 
Anſwer to Mr, Chubb's Book, intituled, The true 
Goſpel of Jeſus Chrift : Wherein is ſhewn, that 


Mr. Chubb has been guilty of plain Selt-contra- 


dictions in his attempting to overthrow the Au- 
thority of Scripture; that Mr. Fleming and 
Mr. Hallett have rather eacouraged Dei than 
confuted it; as allo a plain Proof of the Certainty 
of Goſpel-Revelation. Price 6 d. 1738. 

4. A Catechiſm for Mr, Hb;tfield and his Fol- 
lowers, to learn them not to blaſpheme God; 
being ſome Remarks by way « t Diſpute between 
Mr. *Seagrave and Eben. Hewlett, about Vir. 
Whitefield's Doctrine, at Blackwell's Coffee-houſe, 
near Queen-ſirect, London, S:ptember 8. 1739. 
Price 3 d. | 
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An Anſwer to a great Queſtion, viz. Whether 
it is conſiſtent with the Pcrfections of God, to 
torſake his innocent Son in the Agonies of Death, 
if he did not impute Mens Sins to him? Alto 
ſome Obſervations on Mr. Chubb's Reaſoning 
againſt Prayer being prevalent in his Vindication 
of his Goſpel. Price 3 d. 1739. 

6. The Deiſt turn'd Chriſtian, the Papiſt 
turn'd Proteſtant, and the Calviniſt turned Ar- 
minian, by being undeceived concerning the 
Doctrine of free Juſtification by Chriſt's Blood, 
By way of Dialogue, between Eben. Hewlet and 
a Deiſt. Price 64. 1741. 

7. A Vindication of Archbiſhop T:llotſon, and 
the Author of the Whole Duty of Man, from the 
Cenſure of Mr, Whitefield and Mr. Weſtley; 
with ſome Remarks on their erroneous Doctrine. 
Price 2 d. 1740. 

8. A Vindication of the B:b/e from the Cen- 
ſures of the Deiſts, and Inconſiſtency of Popery 
and Caluini/m ; being ſome Remarks on Dr. 
Morgan's Moral Philoſopher, and on the Scheme 
of Literal Prophecy ; wherein is ſhewn, that 


all their Objections are founded on Forgery 


and Deceit. Price 15. 1741. To which is 
added, by way of Appendix, an Anſwer to Mr. 
Sam. Chandler's Miſtepreſentation of a Mora“ 
Pbiloſpber. 

9. Miracles, real Evidences of a divine Reve- 
lation, and the Influence of Evil Angels care- 


fully examined; in anſwer to Mr. Chubb on 


Miracles, and Mr. Fleming's Animadverſons there- 


on: Wherein is proved, that both Mr, Chubb 


and 
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and Mr. Fleming have miſrepreſented the Caſe of 
Miracles, of Angels, of caſting out Devils, and 
the like. Alſo an Anſwer to Mr. Chubò's Queſtion, 
Whether the Doctrine of the future Exiſtence of 
Men, and a future Retribution were plainly 
taught by Moſes, and the Prophets, Price 6d. 

I I. 

"Id. Chriſtianity refined from the Errors of 
Popery, Caluiniſm, Deiſia, Arianiſin, Armini- 
aniſm, Socimaniſm, by proving that tho' Chritt 
died for the Sins of the World then alive, yet he 
did not die for our Sins. Price 3 dl. 1741. 

11. Deiſm in Ditftreis, being ſupported on- 
ly by Deceit; in anſwer to Mr. Ekoall's 
Pamphlet, intituled, te Supernatural Incar- 
nation of Jeſus Chriſt, proved to be falſe. 
Price 3 d. 

12. The Royal Spy-glaſs, to diſcover the Stone 
cut out of the Mountain without Hands, 
Dan. ii. 34. The Kingdom of the Saints is al- 


ready begun, tho' they themſelves oppoſe it. 
Price 4 d. 1743. 


13. Deiſin founded only on Forgery and 


Deceit : In anſwer to a late Pamphlet, intituled, 


The Reſurrection of Teſus conſidered. Price 2 d. 
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14. The Baptiſts Inquiſition ; held at the 


George in George-yard, Lombard-ſtreet, London. 


Price 2 d. 1743. 

15. An Anſwer to Two Baptiſts Miniſters, 
concerning Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper. 

16 Remarks on Mr. Barclays Apology. 
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17. Amcor apoſtolick Corittianity revived. 
end modern Chriſtianity, both among Papiſts and 
Proteſtants, reproved ; being ſome Remarks on 
the Reverend Mr. James Foſter's Sermon, in- 
wialed Scripture Faſtification explained, Vol. III. 
Sorte. 2. an on a Pamphlet, entituled, Chri/t:- 
Giuiv not founded an Argument, Price 6d 
1744. 

18. The Support of Popery diſcover'd: In 
Auſwer to Mr. Von, Mr. Whitfield, and 
Mr. Heſtley. Price 3 d. 1744. 


Note, It ary of thoſe Gentlemen, againſt 
whom I have written, have any Objections 
againſt any one of theſe my Propoſitions, 
I thall give my Attendance in Swun-/treet 
without Bi/hopſgate, every Friday Even- 
ing, from Seven O'Clock till Nine, 
to anſwer all Objections. Or, if I can- 
not anſwer all Objcctions, I will imme— 
diatly publih my Recantation. 

beg that none of theſe Authors may, 
hence for ward, give themſelves the Liberty 
to llander me privately, leſt 1 diſcover 
more of their Nakedneſs: Backbiting is 
a ſneaking mean-fpirited Action, unbe- 
Loming; of Chriſt's Miniſters, 
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Ancient 4poſftokck Chriſtianity revived ; korn 
Chriflionty both amongſt Papiſts * Ero- 


teſtants reproved : 
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On the Rev. Mr. James Foſter 8 


S ERM O N, 


INTIT LED 
Scripture Juſtification explain d. 
Volume III. Sermon II. | 


And on a Pamphlet call'd 
CHRISTIANITY not founded Il; 
on Argument. | 


AS ALSO 
That the binding Obligation to keep Sab- 
bath does not belong to Chriſtianity. 


In Anſwer to 


ke: CORNTHMWAIT. 


AND 


Some Obſervations on Miracles, to confirm the 
Reaſonableneſs of Chriſtianity, 
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By EB IN. HEWLETr. 
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